IDEALISTIC   THOUGHT   OF  INDIA
| Sarikara only are called smartas. Smarta means the traditionalist,
: the tradition here being the tradition of the Sruti. In India it
is accepted that Sankara alone kept to that tradition.
The Upanisads are not the work of a single seer or author, and
, some of them belong to different periods. Their statements are
uttered from different points of view and with different intentions,
and hence they appear conflicting and contradictory. But still,
it was felt that all the Upanisads were equally authoritative and
true; and in order to reconcile them, Badarayana wrote the
Bmhmasutms, which are cryptic statements allowing diverse
interpretations. So the task of understanding the Upanisads was
not made easier but more difficult by the Brahmas&tras. But
perhaps because of the antiquity of Badarayana, it is assumed
by all the commentators on the Brahmasutras that his under-
standing of the Upanisads is the correct one, and not one of them
dares to show that it is incorrect. But each commentator has his
own theory, which he wants to palm upon Badarayana, and hence
the endless grammatical half-splittings in the explanations of the
Sutras. However, Thibaut believes that though Sankara's teaching
is in agreement with the Upanisads taken together, Ramanuja's
is in accordance with the Sutras* If this view is true, it shows
that Sankara succeeded better than Badarayana in reconciling
the discordant utterances of the Upanisads, and gives strong
support to regarding Sankara as the really orthodox or smdrta
interpreter of the Sruti.'2'
It cannot be otherwise, for Sankara could frame a concept
which alone could solve the most glaring contradictions among
the statements of the Upanisads. This concept is Maya. It means
the inexplicable; and as the explicable is what can be understood
as the non-contradictory, Maya means the self-contradictory. It
signifies that the world is full of contradictions. Yet we cannot
dismiss it as unreal, because it is experienced. Therefore a concept
is required to connote this peculiar quality of the world; and that
concept, according to Sankara, is Maya. Naturally, such a concept
must be capable of comprehending within itself all the conflicting
and contradictory statements of the Upanisads. That is why the
' Thibaut: The Vedanta Sutras with the Commentary of Sankaracarya,
Introduction.
3 It is interesting to note that, in Sandilya's Bhaktisutras, Badarayana is
quoted as an advaitin,^ which shows that some do not regard Badarayana's
understanding of the Sruti as the right one. (See II. 30, edited by J. H.
Ballantyne.)
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